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hid   [have]   thrown  our   affairs  into  great  confusion  and  that  you   may
be convinced we are not too severe in our assertions, we shall here instance
a few facts and many others will follow in the course of these remarks.
For  these  eight  years  no  records  of  Quarter   Sessions  have  been  trans-
mitted us,^ nor the remarkable tryalof Mr. MacGwire for the mangling*
of Mr. Plaistead. . . . The registers of appeals have not been much better con-
ducted and those with the Mayor's Court Registers often omitted.   To add
more is unnecessary."101   Later on, in the course of the letter, they observed,
"The Secretary's office has , . . been very badly managed;  your consulta-
tions for several years past wrote in such a vile manner as not to be legible:
in many places indexes often omitted; the registers . . . either not punc-
tually kept up or transmitted us.   In short the business in every branch at
your settlement has been conducted in such a loose and negligent manner
as to reflect shame on those in trust with our affairs.   You our Governour
and Council must set the example of order,' method and  application."103
On one occasion, when the Council failed to send any report of their activities
for the period of one month that elapsed between the drafting of their letter
and the departure of a foreign ship carrying it, they observed, "From the
lights at present before us there appears such flagrant instances of weak
management, such gross neglects of our interest, that were the facts properly
established would oblige us to animadvert on your conduct in the severest
terms/'103   Besides, in the matter of accounts, they detected irregularities;
in matters of contract, they discovered fraud; and naturally they were dis-
satisfied and suspicious.   Referring to an irregularity detected by the audi-
tors in respect of bills of exchange involving Rs. 29,744-11-3, they wrote, "This
matter must be fully explained to us, as we cannot, at present, see it in any
other light than as a great irregularity in your accounts."104   Of the "plundei
and booty taken from the late Nabob and from the French", they did not
find any satisfactory account in the consultations of the Bengal Council.105
Again, when yielding to pressure the Council paid to the army and the
navy an advance of prize-money amounting to Rs. 26,24,484-6-0 in part pay-
ment of fifty lacs which Mir Jaf ar had promised them as a reward, the Direc-
tors were furious.   In the first place the Nawab had not paid the stipulated
sum, and in the second place the Council had not taken the Directors' per-
mission to make the payment.   Consequently the Directors disapproved of
their  action and censured them, more particularly because  the  "treasury
was drained", and the Council was soon after reduced to "the necessity of
borrowing".   On the top of this, the Council had drawn bills on the Company
in England to the amount of Rs. 14,47,472-5-0, which the Company could not
conveniently pay.   Resenting this bitterly the Directors wrote, "How cruel,
how barbarous then, was this conduct and usage to employers who have
lately treated many of you with the greatest lenity and indulgence."106
The Bengal Council generally received these censures with the utmost
forbearance.   It was only when the Directors, in their letter of 23 March
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